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1. Claims 1-2, 5-10, 20, 21, and 21-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Tsui (6085449) and further in view of DeWoskin (4606079), and further in 
view of Brosk (3577604). Tsui teaches a device with a band portion and a transparent window 
10a (col. 3, In. 7). With respect to the new limitation of the free ends of the bands being attached 
with heat seal. DeWoskin teaches that it is known in the art to provide heat seal for attaching the 
end of a strap, col. 5, In. 25-32. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide heat seal for attaching the two ends of the strap to the device to provide the desired 
attachment to the device. 

Brosk teaches that it is known in the art to provide further evidence that it is known to 
provide an endless loop for a band with the attachment of an elastic band at the two ends. Thus, 
to provide such an endless loop on the device of Tsui would have been obvious. 

Regarding claim 21, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide the dimension as claimed to provide the desired size for the band. 

2. Claims 3, 4, 24, and 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable 
over Tsui in view of Brady (5704067). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in 
the art to provide absorbing foam material as taught by Brady, col. 2, In. 20-22, to provide the 
desired material for the band. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 5, 7, 9, 10, 20-23, and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hucknall in view of either Brosk (3577604) or Harris (4499741) and further in 
view of Lerro (4078660). Hucknall teaches a band portion 13 circumferentially surrounding a 
substantial portion of the watch, a transparent window 7 connecting with the band portion. 
Hucknall does not teach the cover is attached to the ends of the band portion by heat seal. Brosk 
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teaches that it is known in the art to provide an endless loop for a band with the attachment of an 
elastic band at the two ends. Thus, to provide such an endless loop on the device of Tsui would 
have been obvious. 

Harris teaches that it is known in the art to provide a band 30 being attached at two ends 
It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have the two end of the band 
attached to the two ends of the cover to provide an alternative band for the cover. 

With respect to the heat seal, Lerro teaches that it is known in the art to provide heat seal 
for an arm band, 43, and 19. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide heat seal to attach the plastic material to the band to provide an alternative means for 
attaching the plastic material to the band. 

Regarding claims 21, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide the dimension as claimed to provide the desired size for the user. 

4. Claims 3, 4, 8, 24, and 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable 
over Hucknall rejections as set forth in paragraph 5, and further in view of Brady (5704067). It 
would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to provide absorbing foam material 
as taught by Brady, col. 2, In. 20-22, to provide the desired material for the device. 

5. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Hucknall 
rejections as set forth in paragraph 3, and further in view of Worth (5924135) or Karpf 
(1857195). It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to provide clear plastic 
film as taught by either Worth or Karpf to provide the desired material for covering the watch. 

6. Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. It is noted 
that the claims as amended does not read over the prior art of record as set forth above. It is 
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noted applicant fails to address the 103 rejection as set forth above. The examiner submits that 
to attach two parts using heat sealing would have been obvious since one of ordinary skill in the 
art known to use other methods for attaching two separate parts. Applicant is noted of the KSR 
vs. Teleflex decision: 

When a work is available in one field, design incentives and other market forces can prompt variations of it, 
either in the same field or in another. If a person of ordinal'} skill in the ail can implement a predictable 
variation, and would see the benefit of doing so, § 103 likely bars its patentability. Moreover, if a technique 
has been used to improve one device, and a person of ordinary skill in the art would recognize that it 
would improve similar devices in the same way, using the technique is obvious unless its actual 
application is beyond that person's skill 

In this case, using heat sealing as taught by DcWoskin would have been obvious. Similar 
to the Hucknall rejection, Hucknall teaches the transparent portion to be placed within an 
aperture for the band. Brock teaches that it is known in the art to provide a band that is attached 
at the two free ends. Thus to attach the window portion at the two free end would have been 
obvious as taught by Brock. 

With respect to the using of foam elastic material, the examiner submits that to substitute 
one kind of material for another kind of material, in this case, elastic foam, requires only simple 
and within the kill of one ordinary skill in the art. 

The 103 rejections stand. 
7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tri M. Mai whose telephone number is (571)272-4541 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:30am-5:00pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Anthony Stashick can be reached on (571)272-4561 . The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Tri M. Mai/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3781 



